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Perspectives for Assessing ERF Policy 

1. The Need for a New Policy 

2. The Process for Developing New Policy 

a. Role of science/data 

b. Stakeholder/public input 

c. Communication of policy 

d. Implementation guidance  

 

 



Extended Rotation Forest Policy 

-- Central Questions -- 

1. How much old forest land does 

MN have? 
 

2.What are the trends in the 

extent of MN’s old forests? 

• Can MN expect to see an increase 

/decrease in the extent of old forests? 
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MN Forest Age Class Structure: 2011 

Source: MN FIA 
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Source: MN FIA 
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1977-2011 % Acreage Change 
Positive (green) Value Represents Acreage Increase 

0-20 21-40 41-60 61-80 81-100 100+ 

Total -14% -2% -7% 12% 7% 5% 

Jack pine 0% -3% -27% 12% 16% 2% 

Red pine -60% 29% 15% 6% 7% 4% 

Balsam fir -29% 3% -2% 13% 10% 4% 

White spruce -48% 11% 31% 5% 3% -1% 

Black spruce -54% -8% 13% 22% 12% 15% 

Tamarack -34% -4% 9% 12% 11% 6% 

Northern white-cedar -21% -3% -5% -1% 7% 22% 

Oak -9% -4% -11% 12% 8% 4% 

Northern hardwoods 2% -5% -12% 5% 10% 0% 

Lowland hardwoods -22% -1% -3% 12% 6% 8% 

Aspen 2% 1% -14% 9% 1% 0% 

Birch 1% -9% -24% 21% 9% 2% 

Balsam poplar -8% -1% -7% 14% 0% 



1.75M 5.18M 4.53M 3.43M TOTALS: 



1991 1996 2008 

171,155 192,514 134,209 

Source:  D’Amato, A.W., N.W. Bolton, C.R. Blinn, and A.R. Ek.  2009. Current status and long-term trends of 

silvicultural practices in Minnesota: a 2008 assessment. Staff Paper Series No. 205, Department of Forest 

Resources, College of Food, Agricultural, and Natural Resource Sciences, University of Minnesota. 

St. Paul, MN.  58 p. 

1991 1996 2008 

1.11% 1.25% 0.87% 

Decreased Harvesting Has Accelerated 
the Accumulation of Old Forests 

Acres 

Impacted 

Annually 

% of Acres 

Impacted 

Annually 



Going Forward…Monitor & Report 
1. Monitor MN forest age class distribution by: 

• Cover type 

• Geographic area 

• Ownership 

2. Monitoring should be frequent and done 
across: 
• all ownerships 

• all forest lands 

3. Report and communicate findings: 
• Internally (MN DNR) 

• Externally (stakeholders) 

 
 

 

 
 



Summary 
• MN’s Forests are aging 

 Gained 4+ M acres of 60+ year old forests since 1977.  

 2/3 of MN’s forest land is 40+ years old 

• MN’s forests will continue to age 
 Current harvesting affects < 1% of MN’s forest land/yr 

• DNR should focus on monitoring & reporting 

ALL forest conditions across allow ownerships 

• Policies that disproportionately favor certain age 

classes (young or old forests) rarely maximize 

forest benefits 


